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Augrust 24, 1981

the Edle Scott M. Matheson
Gover--- tbe Stat'e of Utatr
21O St-CaPitoI
Salt I*CitY, Utah 84114

Dear Cruor lllatheson:

Ge passage of House Bill 257 provides an excellent
opport:' for the development of an expedited permitting pro-
cl-ciure =l the review and approval of energry and industrial
facililS proposed in tlre State of Utah- Since Tosco Corpora-
ti.on i.sr embarking uPon the permitting phase of its proposed
Sand ti*Oi1 Sha1e Project j.n Uintab County, Utah, the project
would 

-it 
greatly frorn the coordj.nation of permitting pro-

cedurerithe federal, state and locaL leve1s.

Dsco is strongly committed to working with the State of
Utah dieve a streamlined and coordinated permitting process,
and weLs this oPportunity. In addition, I am personally very
interefrin the process. When I was President of ttre Institute
for SoConomic Research (previously the Tosco Foundation), an
indepe-t non-profit research institute which Tosco helped
found, |g Iustitute cieveloped a model permitting process for the
StatesGllelaware and New Mexico. Ihe goal of the effor-. was to
strean1i; and coordinate the peruritting process at all levels of
goverg rrb3le enhancing the statesr plaruring and managenent
tapairif,rs vith respect to environmental and socioeconornic
safegn-'

D tbe case of Delaware, ttre process ttas des5.gmed to
integr*tbe existing statutes and regrulations at the federal,
state llocal level to achieve concurrent or joint agency
revi.eda proposed project. The process does not bllpass
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substantic environnental requirements at any level of govern-
men-u. EacL agrency arrj.ves at its own final determination witirin
the scope cf, existing statuEory directives and on the meri.ts cf
the project. Effisiencies are realized tJrrough coordina-,-ion of
such actidties as pre-application meetings, application sr:b-
mittals, lplicati.on reviews and public heariDgs, aud tJrrough
clearly E:cified permit criteria- The Joint Review Process in
Colorado eiso enbodies maDy of these concepts and appears to be
workingr nlt. In general, ttre development of an expedited per-
mitting IEEess appears to be one of the most promising ways to
achj.eve EG cost effective regrulati.on.

I uncierstand tJrat Tony Rampton, Tosco t s Senior Utah
Counsel d, representative, llas had dj.scussious witJl. the Office
of tl.e st& Planning coordi nator regarding tbe possibil:.ty of
developiryaD innovative permitting process for the State of Utah
which coul be applied to the Sand Wash Project on a pilot pro-
gran basis- Jin But1er bas indicated that funding from a Depart-
ment of F-gy grant may-be allocated to studying t}.e resrrlts of
such a prqlram- Pursuaat to Jim Butler's reeluest, we are seeking
your foranl approval of th1s pilot program a''d an: indi.cation i:hat
the State riII cornmit to making the program vork. Upon receipt
of such allFoval and commitraent, ve will assist tbe State
Planniug brrrj.nator in contacting the appropriate agencies to
request tH.r fo::mal participation in the new process-

E very much appreciate this un!.que opportlrnity and look
f or*arci tc Farticipating with tbe State of Utah in tbe cievel-
opment of - expedited permit review process.

SincereS.y,

Us r?-
Carnj.Ila S. Auger

CSA/fs

cc: Kent sggs
Ji6 HIe3
Jqlj- r'hristofferson
Casey GK1nIey
Tony $ton
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